Modern Linguistics BLAUIE £, 2026, 14(5), 966-980 Hans X
Published Online May 2026 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.145481

ESAHFNEB TEEEAITEFERMRES
5k Ei#Hr

iRk, RER?

AN By KSR ARk o B, B R
2rf AR N SR, bt

Woks H . 20264F3H31H; FHEM: 202645190 &4 H#: 20264F5H29H

HE

AXETAESTEFERER, BEFEEHSDOEACPHAILEERKEMNE, RAMEERSERRE
T8, TIRIED “SHHliEs” 5 “TulFBE” RARTEIFN “BA - % - 1730”7 HER, 8
FERAGRERROEEER. FIANBRNERLSFTI(DAVRE, NAIREGEERA T T SHHHR
ARSI

K §Eia
ANTHee, £5%5, IDAER, #R, YEEKFE

Gender Filter and Proficiency Progression in
International Students’ Use of Al Tools from
the Perspective of Ecological Affordance

Peiling Han?, Huiqin Fan2

1School of Literature and International Communication, University of International Business and Economics,
Beijing
2School of Humanities, Communication University of China, Beijing

Received: March 31, 2026; accepted: May 19, 2026; published: May 29, 2026

Abstract

Based on the theoretical framework of ecological affordance, this study examines the influence of
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gender and Chinese proficiency on the use of Al tools. It reveals that individual factors do not di-
rectly determine behavior but systematically moderate the transformation pathway of affordance
from “perception-interpretation-action” through the “motivational filter” and “metacognitive lad-
der,” leading to significant differences in user experience and effectiveness. The proposed Individ-
ual Difference-Affordance Actualization (IDA) model provides a theoretical explanation and practi-
cal direction for Al-integrated teaching.
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1. 5|8

BEE A RN T BER AR G & 8, L ChatGPT. DeepSeek 25 M40 AT T H 1E I %) H ¥ 51X
EIE RN 1B S (CSL) I ABTEL . X — 5T, WY 3% 5 BRI B pL 4 EH
2. Gibson (1979: 127-129) [1 152 HH AR A4S FREE UL SRt T nf WS M0ALA, X0 TR “449:7 =& “F
MU - 557 RGNS HBRIFY, BEARARS A g W E M, TRAEAMER B0 EN, M FET
TR HFE . van Lier (2004: 225-238) [2 KX —EEIR 5] N B SR, SREEESI AN - Hil
Y, AT R - AR - AT =oAL, MR 7B E A o) R ) SRR S A I o R (FR A
BERZY 2025) [3]. MHRIZMETY, BRES R RS E (I AT TE) D S R R R ALy BARAT B,
HO“hFR” MMETTRESE I

BEA TR, B EEARTLUAIES IR RS TR, SRR W E(Hampel & Stickler 2012)
[4]. WRBERLBhAH B~ ] (Song & Ma, 2021) [5]%F. SbEE, B 70t H 4 AR S AT B S 40 i 1 18 56
5 AR BT 5940 S5 0B 76 XU (Qin & Ren, 2021: 187-402) [6]. JT4ERE, ksl AT 7E 18 115 i B FHF 7T
WIWIEK, 40 Zhang 55(2025) [71H9E T GPT-4 45 2% S8 N AL LR IR 560 ;. Chen 55(2024) [8]1]
R SIS AL G 2 R 52 “ BRI 5 “IREna M m. A, Sk BE, AR
— 5 1H % B A5 T U 71BN IDETE 2 S) (A0 Kessler, 2018 [9]: Xie eral. 2021 [10]), E PFHRBF 5 £ LK
FYOEH N S (RH . BEMR 2015 [11]: ZRATAISE 2021 [12]), MPOEMEAZIEY I 500 AL 4
TR IS SO T, SO AR A S TR IR A, RAEFR I AR - FF
52”7 RGN HANAFUZEIF, 1R85, 2025) [3]. FEAlREFZ ARG IR, 2445 > H W F R,
X 25 2] MR 22 X — IR TR R OGRS o T 2% 20 3 I /MARSRAE,  antkdl . PUB KPS, RS
REAEN “HMUR” — T M@ i, 0 ILgh 7R 5 g Fe = AR E s . Rk, KMk 22 A A g
NHFFEHESE, PRT I AT BETE 25 FR A0 BR A2 v 5 1 £, BV R0 AT BB AE 22 16 — Al A 2 4 AL R kb 72

Tk, AR RABLFEE, WENRDGE AT EAMARIE G, SR8 % 8RB 4
FEDLE S ST ot AT TR RIS SLBURL, FREIT I B - ffEE - 17307 MG FREERE . AT
FLETERIZ AT i s

(1) B2 AEAEDGE ST AT T B R R AR ZE 35 R0 ey 2

(2) PRSI R 2 AT g B 2 e AL TR I FR . s 518 AT N2

(3) LB/ R A 5o B 2 A 5k AT TR R4S F0 . s 54T M2
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(4) 22T HEMEISIE S AL T A IR 2B 18] {5 R Wifa 2
2. AR
REVBEAGT TS ) B, FeA13ET van Lier (2004) [2]f0E 24 7538, Bh&/ME % 718 (Gard-

ner & Lambert, 1972: 313-316) [ 13 [ FIFARFEZ A (Davis, 1989: 319-340) [14], SR ELHAL ) 0 HrkifY,
R AT 25 77 1) 22 A SE BB R (T FR IDA #5728, Individual Difference-Affordance Actualization) (<] 1).

2 3 HAMRYHIE IR
MHEBISTE KT Ven lier (2004)
[ Fﬁ%m
|
BEER | mmammEasRE :
I L
\* v y ‘
BHRIE
L FEA R | » @
— /
) f
N »
BHRITN SR
(52 PR ST + T B AR 7+ 170 R 145
S8
B H IR

BRI+ BN

Y SRR FER AR MR R R R BT Sk Rm B SR AR B A FR X R 56 R

Figure 1. Differentiated implementation model of AI nourishment (Abbreviated as IDA Model)
1. Al 7R B9 E F AU ST IR R (BIFR IDA $RH)

ZAEALKE van Lier (2004) [2] “BAN0 - AR - 17807 I ohERE, AR . <R B “45 707 A
A S G s AR ” 4ifb o 138 AT IENL. X AT e e A THE . fkFESE) D
Tkt FANME 5 KR (B FI T “AT307 ity “AERAT A S 3R ” o “EREIIERE” (0. BUEKF)
N AR

WA MRRHEA BB g5 7280, Fm iy “mise” . Rkd@ “shbligss”
(CPEBIEEE)FT “ TTINFNENRR ™ (DU 7K T4 5 ) 3K 19 A% 0o HR A LI SRS i 4 FH S, AT 5 B 28 45 77 512
DRI Z A R 2R 48 B 2% >0 2 1 )RR AR W ) 1T 23 (Y — R N FEBIAL R 10, BB IR B —AF,
SO ] A AR Al TRMINES e, 5] SHERMER SN “uiNRpE:” b 5
BOOEACEIIRTE, X T AL TEMGAFRBENIREE « AR5 2% ANl SR s S5 e B I H 1 — Pl Bt
P BRI
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NG, AT SIS GE(E A LE B B EA E SO, 5 BRI L: (a) NFA “HEB)
P TE R ENE 7 B “H B R A BIBERE” 5 (b) X B IR AR AR AR T SR I, W gwbd oy “ T HMZ)
MUFM” o k2, #HHINFE “FEEEFRIE” SR E R EREE R, WgmiSA “ma syl
7 o R TCIANFIBE (DUE AP AE BB E SO =50 () BT F2AH “Bie” 5 “#
KEMEX” ;s (b) KA FEEAH B J/ESEME (o) hEMEMEH: P IS &k
hie, HASERN “HieSam” 8 “amim” .

WHE R BR A 0 B R A M E A 0L . MEEEREE “HER” FaleE: HENSaRESY ] HE
AEEL AVEFREA. . 1780, SR A A DOERR BN E.

TR GRS, XS0 ARKFR 32053 3047 1 ARSI 22, A EeE i g s B2 4 B v
(I B S HF

) 5 B ZON I E R I AR AR . LRI R 58 fy, Hrh B 31 A
(55.36%), &t 25 N(44.64%); DUB/KFHE T HSK #IZ% 5 N(8.93%). Hgt 39 N(69.64%). =gk 12 N
(21.43%). HAABHET SR 008 il #iE% 26 MBS .

3. ZREI
3.0. Al TREAFHEERA

WE RN, BEAEEDGEE TP AL TR “fERMEH” 8E(62.5%), “@FEALH” & 32.14%,
CRAEEH” N 3.57%, X L79%MAEH . 5 HE ARG AL K@ AE 2 45% 8 RAEA)MH L, AL 7E
POE 2T () S AT A O $R T 25 1

BA 22 AR 2 S PUEAE R ) AT R A, ChatGPT DL 84.31%MIMER R E1, HIK N DeepSeek (56.86%)+
GAL(33.33%)5%, MIREE ZHBRN. AN, BfE. Quizlet. Deepl & T B AMAERE e

MAAE, Al THEEHTHEMMES, O 64.20%M5 41 TR, 50%M %540 T4,
A 44.64%H T ERDOE MK EAERENZE, 26.79%M %42 AL SERAE, Hd 19.64%FH1ER
BYESC, AIRAE AL THAR AR — € E ] i i Fe A

3.2. MAHEENGLFER

3.2.1. BFEREA

K ALRPOES ST A, BaAAE— 2R AT ALE “PUsise e (% 40% vs
9 22.58%).  “HMRDGEFIEREL” (& 44% vs B 38.71%)  “ IEBIRIEDGER] T (4 52% vs ) 45.16%)
JFRFER, BYENLE “AHTERE (5 64.52% vs & 48%) RPN . Ak, Bk« HAb”
(47 B A5 I S5 B 155(32.26% vs % 8%).

3.2.2. BFEE

(1) AU iy

KT AL BB EE, LPEAERTA B ER0H BRI m T Bk, s R XU R . Bk
KF, AL “DUEKTE TR (& 16% vs B 9.68%) A1 “SILFRESI T (& 32% vs J 22.58%);
XF < BYERE T AT I (4 48% vs B 38.71%).

(2) &R

TR AL ST B, Z2HCFAEMR T IR H" , (HatENEIE, CRF AT PR G H
(% 76% vs J5 64.52%), TS “4HEH” (5 19.35% vs 22 8%) sl ] i i T 2o itk
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SRS, BERBUH RO TR SCE R, BEOGHE AL FESR T AR (e ik BERh A AR P T
M E RO, XM B REAR R 8D, SRR A AL o PRI R LR AR R S A A
AL XERE RN TR B, [R5 A5 H 5% 2] 13 S BARBE 1 (455 RITEAE X
B, DRISLEE Rk B AL A AT, DT R0 5 KUK

3.23. ERITAER

(1) s A

R ARG, ARV AELE AL FIC R 7% 7(X2=6.74,p=0.081). {H Lt i
(A% + Bl )L (48%) = T B (25.81%), FMEH ZERT “fH/RMEH” (74.19%).

(2) M7

B “EiR” Ab, BAERAMRE SIS ER iR, Uridik. Uil Hith) R A Al
ML BITE % 2 . AR RP AR AL FIHE1(74.19%) 8.2 @ T 04 (52%) (p=0.048) . L AETEDIE
FEER T AL B ER1(60%) T B 4 (38.71%), BERIERZH/KT(p = 0.11), HERR K, {HERE,
(W7 1)

Table 1. Gender differences in Al tool usage across diverse scenarios

# 1. BREEAELRER Al LRSI

W5 H(n=31) % (n=25) KR IES Sk & p 1

PR S SER 14 (45.16%) 11 (44.00%) 22 =0.008 0.928
PUBRE LR 12 (38.71%) 15 (60.00%) 2 =2.55 0.110
WEETIRIAPS 5(16.13%) 2 (8.00%) FET" 0.444
AR 11 (35.48%) 7 (28.00%) 72=0.36 0.551
Lol 23 (74.19%) 13 (52.00%) =321 0.048

FHoAth 9 (29.03%) 6 (24.00%) 27=0.19 0.663

¥E: FET = Fisher ¥R 56 o

(3) Thatdls

%2 R, 8 T AT THAEMEF 1) Fisher KSHIRKE p (IIKT 0.05, IXFWT, 53HEHI 42 =1 % 70 ATAT
— I AT ZhRE M b EIIAAFAE B 225 . 48R 2 BONRER) Cramer’s VAN T 0.2, 325 Ui 1)
3T R 2 1) ) S IR FE T 5

MR B KT, T I Th AR BL— 50, BV “BIRE” R RS AR IMEL
LT e 25 R TR R T AR R R B, R < BB AR SRR AL 7 (29.03%) 1 “ Hofl
(29.03%) L e _E A3 BB AR A g s Lot DUIE “ B 7 (72%) R0 “ 2R 77 (56%) D e b i A Ee 49 B sy
AFEREN R, “Hofl” ThAER SR A B (V = 0.317), K3 T L Iam e famfe, H p (%5 &
EHERF(p=0.092), 1% s i BEAA SRR, B — B4R

3.24. BFFHNLHR

RIS 3)R M, HTE AR Bk RS FREE R (p>0.05). R
B “CHEAFRET (p=0.100)A1 “HAh” (p =0.084)Pi i 2 H L% 8 E g, BEMNE
BB 55 (Cramér’s V = 0.22~0.26), FHCHEREEIR .
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Table 2. Gender differences and correlation strength of Al function usage

F 2. ANEMANFIEERED Al RN ERMES KIKRE

Al Thig Hm=131) L (n=25) p1E Cramér’s V
BT 45.2% 56.0% 0.618 0.107
i) 29.0% 40.0% 0.572 0.127
HELAEL(R 19.4% 20.0% 1.000 0.008
W 58.1% 72.0% 0.403 0.179
JIlIk; i SERP R 5 19.4% 8.0% 0.601 0.129
BHRE MR 29.0% 36.0% 0.753 0.107
AR S DRI R 48.4% 40.0% 0.711 0.119
i Bh e AR 29.0% 24.0% 0.856 0.085

H: AFRALF Fisher RIS p . Cramér’s V NN 2.

Table 3. Gender differences in perception of positive impacts

= 3. MR ImRAR R ER

TR A Hm=31) 4 (n = 25) p1E Cramér’s V
PUBEBEKTHEm 1 54.84% 76.00% 0.101 0.219
PUE P BERE J1de i T 41.94% 52.00% 0.454 0.100
DT UK P42 22.58% 24.00% 0.898 0.017
POB TR 45.16% 40.00% 0.700 0.052

FoAth 29.03% 8.00% 0.084 0.260

W AR p HBERAKEIIE, Cramérs V NN & .

MR HEEIERE, — MESEREAR . S5 T E S SE(K 76% vs 5 54.84%)5
B2 52% vs B 41.94%) 8 J18e Tt 0 S S I E M TE Al g ¥« Al & T(5 29.03% vs % 8%).

33. B EEERNAFER

3.3.1. BB

AN FIBLE AR i FEAA T AT RS TR T7 I A AMEL (L &L 2)0 Herb o ZKF3508 AT H 280 R ¢
G, JCHAE “HEBIIETRIE” (51.28%) M “HI LI (43.59%) 77 1H; m K& ol w3 “ Pk
EVR BRERIMAE(T5%)s WIGKT-8 1 EIEH0 5] 7 A il A SR DD RE(60%) -

3.3.2. BFBRIE

SIANEDAE K220 AL S MO E 48R, BOE KT 508 & 2 A7 7 3 HLrp 2%
35 5 [ AF < P (Fisher’s Exact Test, p < 0.001; Cramér’s V = 0.34).

HREBIER I, BES MK EM ARGV E R “SCRERAR " (1 Hu A7) BE /K F 52 i i
W% 0% < % 12.82% < FiZk 25%), 1T “ASREME FIATAT AL (i EAG) DU B 7 42 w5 1T 8 I (1) 2% 20% >
Y 10.26% > g 0%).
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FTUAFERD WTUAFERD W LAFE B WA B wT ARG B wT A B FEBhERIE HA
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FARNE AR AR BIBORE DOER PR T BT

. 5RO MR
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Figure 2. AI’s assistance in language item learning

& 2. Al JIBE W E S R9E5Eh

Table 4. Distribution of Al tool use attitudes among learners with varied Chinese proficiency

F= 4. FRBKEZEIEX Al TEFERSEN S

DA R L AR AT w ait
¥IZ%(n =5) 0.00% 80.00% 20.00% 0.00% 100%
145 (n = 39) 12.82% 66.67% 10.26% 10.26% 100%
Ed(n=12) 25.00% 75.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100%

333. FRITAER

(1) A

R RN, POEKT5 AT ST 53 KB (2 = 0.3215, p > 0.05), (B4 A AR (4{E)BEDUE
AT E R B FI90(31.11%) < H120(33.33%) < FZ(41.67%)-

() R

Al B 5 5 0GES R 2 AT B E M (p=0.31), XYL — B AL Ml 14078 & R b
(BRI PRI PRI RN AT TR AE A SB F e IRMEH S, Al [ FERE TR E 224
NE SIS R EOR G R R .

(3) Vinefm s

RHRIRRIGE 5), ARIDUEELRFFE “FHREME” e AT R LAAELG RENZE
T =5.674, p = 0.059), KBEFRE N5 (Cramér’'s V = 0.318). 1M HAB A HE 73 Th A HE FH 75 SR A6 A [ 2%
2 2138 A1) 2.3 72 5 (p > 0.05).

Ak, MWEAEEIEE, BEDOEKFRISE S Al T RIS H 2SI B A2(A 3): #I190KF& FEH
TEIEE(R0%) 1 “FHEREIEIL” (60%); FHAKTFHEMHZ oth, HEE “EREIMEL (51.28%)F1 “&H
EVEMEL” (35.90%); T g K V- BEAIXT s AL S WishhE, BEAERIIRE &L 7. B, &
66.67%), AL S ThRE(UN AR I EL 41.67%).

3.3.4. Al BFHR
FEAE AT SRS T T, 66.67%0 T 205 3138 M 75% 1 i de 2 S ARG “4im 77 . H
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e, R

AR AL BB KIS 2% 71.79%, =2k 58.33%), PRI Z (T 46.15%, =2k 58.33%). ¥
9 2 33 S R R EI R (60% “ANERE” ).

Table 5. Analysis on differences and correlation strength of Al function usage by Chinese proficiency level

=5 AEIEFRF I EEMED Al RN ERE S XIKBE S

Al Thig I8 pE Cramér’s V
BT 1.764 0.414 0.177
HiE ) 0.577 0.749 0.101
ELAEL( 5.674 0.059 0.318
i 0.696 0.706 0.111
JIIEi S=REd" 3 0.878 0.645 0.125
RS IEM R 2.627 0.269 0.216
AR S DUB IR 4771 0.092 0.292
Hs Bh IR 78 A E 0.406 0.817 0.085
HAh 4.837 0.089 0.294

e N=[56]; DURSERSAVIH TR @B =4,

30% \
0% ~ —
10% \—/

0%

\ R
w0 IEER S
TE PR 5k omw mw s owm or S
i S
¥l

==HSK¥IZ% 40%  40%  60%  80%  20% 0% 0.00% 20%  20%
HSKH12¢ 46. 15% 30. 77% 15. 38% 61. 54% 20. 51% 35. 90% 51. 28% 25. 64% 12. 82%
HSK/E12) 66. 67% 41. 67% 16. 67% 66. 67% 33. 33% 33. 33% 41. 67% 33. 33% 41. 67%

s S K HT] 2 HSK 2 HSK & 2%

Figure 3. Purposes of Al Tool use among international students with different HSK levels

3. FE HSK FRMBZEFER Al TEMNBED

ERTERIRZ: i 30%M52 4008 AL R SBOLSEMNU T BERE T I 10%IA 9B 32
TRRESI T s 44% 24008 AL LESE 12 B AR, (HID 7B & o 2o 20 38 X S0 R P JER
A, R BRI T AR

SEE, S DOEK RS SRR 51T S L 2B RGN R, FIHE [ van Lier (2004) [2]/7 5%
T AR FRATRIREE I . VBB TR AT “2 0K, RN REE S IR PRI EEE
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R, WEE

HTAMS TR, BRI . DUBAKCT G, 522 F Mgt “ BARMEMEH” ) “ o FAIVEGE A f
BE, Sk LT IN RN RE J 0 45 TR AL AR IR T D

3.4. MEFHERETEBIRES T 247

N IDA BERL p O FAMARSRFAE(PE A« PUF AT )IEIL YT “ 25 TR 7 R2I “ 45 7747 30 5 5
ML, JAIRT O RREARLEE, &P T RN RHER ST

3.4.1. MAENEK LRI RERMEER

B, BRADFEARGS AT TS . RIS, EARTREAY, Rl mEsit b
T FE W Z (A1) = 0.621, p = 0.431). AT, PEA 5 DUEK Z AR S 535 I RBR(A(2) = 544, p =
0.066, Cramér’s V = 0.306), =g /KF4 53 1 LB 5855 (75%),  1E G 8250 Bt 7 75 25 FE o0 A Rk o

X AL 8 AR (YN AR ml = BR/AH, R = BRI ETELR SR, H
A1) =2.65,p=0.103, p = 0.214) 5 5GE KT (2(2) = 3.31, p=0.191, Cramér’s V = 0.239) 1] TR N %) AR &
Fo BRI ER, M (48%) B KT (41.67%) I i A FH L9 3 v, IS R L 22 5 T e AR BILLE
JRE AR L.

34.2. ELFESH(MANOVA): ARBESTINEGFER
NI B BEAMARRFAELE A “RFRME7 M “AFRATEN” DR FREEARRm, TATEAT T 2 () x
3 (BLEKF) I MANOVA,  [RA8 B 45

CORFERTR” F: © SIS (A AL S RIS S N4 B A5 50400, Cronbach’s a=0.71);
@ THEMNFRE(CA S, AE “PUsse sfEk” 80 “ Pl a2 5R” o 1 40).

“IATEN R © mMDIREE (S AR, A “AEREEMRL BB AR IR 1 1 4
@ BRI AR, A “HRSIET 190,

MANOVA £5 5 8oR, B KT E 20 & 2 (Pillai’s Trace = 0.385, F (8, 102) = 2.47, p = 0.016), T
591 1 3 R B (Pillai’s Trace = 0.145, F (4, 51) = 1.73, p = 0.158) 532 H. %M (Pillai’s Trace = 0.183, F (8, 102)
=1.35, p = 0.226)AKRIL B B Z EKF.

Jo LI B AR By 4R R 1 DR K B AR SE i -

(1) X =B Th ARS8 FH B 520 B35 (F (2, 54) =3.98, p=.0245, np2=0.128). )5 HLEN(LSD)#E ], ik
PHEEHER 43.59%) 5 mBKFEAEHZE 41.7%) L RE Z 5 (p = 0.445), (HFHEBEER TYIRKTEE
(0%), pfEA5r 7125 0.001 F1 0.012.

(2) X EARIE T AE A FH B 2030 25 8 25 (F (2, 54) =2.74, p=0.074, np? = 0.092) . iR PE B8 75 i o
IR IR AT Z D e 1 LA (60%)32 1 T~ H 4 (15.38%) Fll = /K -3 (16.67%) -

UEE5 5E J13CHE T IDA BB ) “ TN IR R 7 R, R DOE K T2 IR 35 ) & M B ARIEE A
] SCERAE /P E A 7 g P SRR R 3R

3.4.3. IBBEASH: RELFHIZODNER

NI “YRFRMREL AE “MASFIE” 55 “UR3TE)” Z MR AER, AT T — AR5 =08 A
T EARTRMTE T — R Ih A& Ph AW, R oE O S H FREEE T
CHEBMAEH AY G IFINE AL RE “ W BHR IEMFEIGER T BEEm), WZESHN 1 (n = 19),
BMA 0 (n=39). HARKAFIFER:

0 K ACRRAE o A A% e (W R A PR A6 ) 6 S

LY VA L ) O IR AS , BARESINCTR = 0, Zx = DRIBUEKTF(RE “WI%” NSRBI N AL E

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.145481 974 HUACIE 2%


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.145481

e, R

(A3 2 (] ) AR AR I 25 (2(3) = 8.91, p = 0.031, Nagelkerke R? = 0.198). £ HE7R, FEEHIMEMNKR)E,
SHIPKN-5 2B M, SRk ) #F B & T E MU ) L3 2 17.96 £5(B=2.89, SE=1.19, Wald =
5.87,p=0.015,0R=17.96). K- SYIFKF-2 BT EE 2R W RPEME AW, FERAEE
) #POERE S TIE B R BRI -

F00: RIRTP AR R U REIPERE RGN g AR R R TR MR . DLEBY T RE AR
FHONDRIAR &, 49 N Wi [ 1 e AT 17 1140 328 4 1] D A 7Y 4 2 (2(1) = 12.94, p < 0.001, Nagelkerke R? = 0.276).
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Figure 4. The motivational pathway of Al affordance moderated by gender factor
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Figure 5. A stepped progression model of ai affordance moderated by Chinese proficiency
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